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cially the subject represented on the reverse, have appeared to
him sufficient reasons for placing it among the contorniates,
though at the same time he admits that he knows of another in
the Capranese collection with the flan much thicker, which he
assigns positively to the medallions. But it is precisely " the
style of the work" which prevents me from admitting M,
Sabatier's attribution. The bust of Oonstantius II. is as of good
workmanship as that of any solidus or denarius of the period,
whilst the reverse type, as we shall presently see, is quite
agreeable to pieces issued as coins. The contorniates, on the
contrary, are universally of a very bad style. This medallion
has been also published by Spanheim (De Praest. et usu Num.
Antiq. -vol. ii. p. 534) ; Gorius (Mus. Flor. Nos. cccviiii., cccx.,
vol. iii. pp. 211, 212, pi. xcix. Nos. 1 and 2); Banduri (Num.
Imp. Rom. vol. ii. p. 378); and Vaillant (Num. Imp. Praest.
vol. iii. p. 247).
Spanheim, following Chiflet, • thinks that the radiated
figure exhibits Arsaces, King of Armenia, who according
to Ammianus Marcellinus232 received from Constantius
magnificent presents. This Arsaces came to the throne
either in a.d, 341 or a.d. 354. This idea is quite out
of the question. Gorius, who published two specimens,
considers with more justice the figures to represent Borne
and Constantinople; but I agree with M. Cohen in
considering the helmeted figure to be that of Valour
(Virtus), who is evidently encouraging the Emperor in
his generosity. The date we assign for the issue of this
medallion will bear out this idea.
The date of its issue can be approximately fixed. It is
certainly not earlier than a.d, 350, in which year Constans
was murdered by Magnentius, and Constantius II.
would naturally attempt to assume the government of tiie
whole empire, not of course recognising the usurpation
of Magnentius, Hence a need for a largitio, especially at
Constantinople, as Constantius was Emperor in the East,
*22 Lib, xx. eh. 4

